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Commonwealth?   To this conclusion we shall oer-
tainly come if we forget that the city of the gocni, as
well as the city of the evil, is a 6 mystical' city.   A
perfect commonwealth may have been expected by the
Jews, and longed for by the nations, but it was not
necessarily implied in the words < kingdom of God.'
The idea of Jesus was the same in kind as the idea of
Socrates and Plato.    He was to found secular govern-
ments on justice.   He was to introduce into the world
the reign of the meek and lowly, the peace-makers,
and those who hunger and thirst after righteousness.
Did Daniel take it in this sense ? Perhaps he did, pro-
bably he did not.   It matters nothing.    He may hav0
connected it with a universal visible kingdom, as other
Jews connected it with the restoration of Jerusalem.
The kingdom which Jesus preached was not to come with
observation.  He told the Pharisees, demanding an, ex-
ternal sign, that the kingdom was among them. It had
come unseen, by them.    In a series of parables Jesus
explains this kingdom. It is good seed sowed in a field.
It isa grain of mustard seed which grewtobe a great tree.
It is leaven which a woman took and hid in three mea-
sures of meal till the whole was leavened.  It is a trea-
sure hid in a field.  It is the pearl of great price.   In all
these parables the kingdom is a principle rather than a
society of men.    The last of "the series seems to take
in the idea of a visible society, but then it is a society
both of good and bad.     It is a net which * gathered
of every kind.'    It is not a realised city of God, butH
a society professing to follow the principles which con-
stitute the city of God, and which are yet to leaven
the world*